
M G Watson 
11051 South Covington By-Pass Road 
Covington GA 30014 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sum< Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Cammission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest MI the public's interest It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will remict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fim room-to-room and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or vain. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot h l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, oS-the-shelf computer parts. 

Iithe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experienm more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for IIE to dispense with all my current consumer elecuonics and computer 
equipmt.  As a citizen and viewer of broadcast televisios I urge you to promote the digital television 
hamition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

M G Watson 
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Mary Alice Grant 
214 Kingsley Way 
Woodstock. GA 30188 

ChaLman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sneet. Nw 
Washingron. D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a teacher, I do not have the hancii resources to buy mvies or t a w  programs to show to my classes. 
Taping programs h m  the t v  opens many more possibilities for us. 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electromcs and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ouaaged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest MI the public's interest It will prevent me fiom w a t c h  digital 
broadcast television inthe ways I c m n t l y  enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for p e ~ ~ n a l  viewing fiom r o o m - m ~ m m  and place-tc-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or aain, or to send a television clip of a high school foomall game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fieely receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable m to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, o s t h e s h e l f  computer parts. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excithg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipmeor? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current m w r  electronics and computer 
equi-t. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
Wansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Alice Grant 
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Josh Bowman 
PO Box 338 
Parkers Pr. h4N 56361 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Feded G~mmunications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

All American c o m m  that have heard of the Upcoming decision regarding digital television have already 
expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a "broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of 
free and open-ource soha re ,  adoption of the broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital 
television broadcasts on my computer, among other devices 

It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the s o h a r e  licenses or computer operating systems that 
consumers must use in order to watch digital television, which is what would happen if this type of ruling is 
implemented. 

A broadcast flag will stifle invention and innovation in creation of computer software not only having to do 
with television but with all media, even spilling over into other types of computer software. 

The MF'AA may say they are looking at consmrs '  best interests in theii quest to lock down all media, but it 
is just what I have said; a quest to lock down all media, talung away all fair use rights. 

I enjoy being able to record television programs onto videotap: and now onto DVD to watch at home 
whenever I have time, and to save program that I and others in my household enjoy. With the use of th is  
broadcast flag, I would not be able to record these programs onto DVD, even though it is well inside fair use 
rights that have already been whittled away by the media lobbyists. Ifthese are the sorts of d e s  that will 
become prevalent in the future, television will be impossible to enjoy, or even use. It will become expensive, 
unwieldy, and completely useless. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Bowman 
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Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th SUeeL Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Angel Edwards 
11051 S. CovingtonBypass 
Covington.GA30016 

Dear Chairman Uchael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elecuonics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outragedthat the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'he broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watchmg digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom roorn-to-rcom and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiiiends. 

Furthermxe, if compute= cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect m t i v e  developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, oiFthe-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I wge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Angel Edwards 
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David Barton 
616 Loeb 
Memphis TN 381 I 1  

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th strtxt. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ouaaged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would resbict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me kom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will resaict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing i?om room-to-room and place-tu-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or uain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

F u r t h m r e ,  if computers cannot &ly receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-thesbelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television &s not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
e x c i a  what compellmg reason do 1 have  as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'? A prettier 
picture is hardy enough reason for me to dispense with all my current CoIlsUmer electronics ami computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Barton 
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Elaine Ford 
I12 Shamrock Circle 
Sylvester. GA 3 1791 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street Nw 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

I am a Media Specialin in a high school. As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and 
computer products, I urge the Federal Communications commission to vote against the adoption of a 
“broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation would remict the way I enjoy 
television 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public’s interest It will prevent me fim watching digital 
broadcast television m the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fim room-to-room and placeto-place. In 
addition, it would limit the creative choices of students in their multimedia productions for the classroom. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

F u r t h m r e ,  if computers cannot h e l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven’t even tbought of! I v d u e  
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplaylV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, offiheshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewmg experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me. to dispense with all my current consuner elecaonics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

sincerely, 

Elame Ford 

1 



Steven Doan 
6 18 S. Chocolay Ave 
Clawson. MI 48017 

Chi- Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

How did this error in j udgement come to be? w h y  must we ban everything that fosters innovation? Must we 
remeber that we would not have things like HDTv or TiVo, or DVD without research and innovation 

Mthout giving people the ability to learn, understand and build a better product for the world and notjust for 
their @book we can p w  into a mre efficient society where our creations can impact and make it a 
better world for everyone and not just for those who have the patent and wish to conuol the rest of us. The 
United States is a place of freedom Banning peoples ability to think fieely violates our very foundations. 

I agree with certain things like you can not reproduce a CD for resale, but you can reproduce it for a backup 
copy for your own uses. The same goes for copying a television broadcast for your own viewing. 

As long as the individuals who develop new innovations do not sell their improv-ts that should be 
allowed. It does not harm the original creators product or idea, it just makes it better. 

Thousands of h r i c a n  cons-~ have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that c o m m r s  must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkered who work to improve the software. Their contributions and conspdnt 

innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmes h m  innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most hex icam assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do mre with 
television progammirg, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility inthe ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will tk less inclined to invest in the equipmnt to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 
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Sincerely, 

Steven Doan 
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Lisa A. Taft 
255 Mathews Ave. 
Atlanta. GA 30307 

Chiinnan Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

D e a  Chairman Michael K Powell:' 

As a future school media specilist and parem, I am opposed to the broadcast flag rule on the grounds that it 
will impede innovation and access to broadcast media. Examination and critique of broadcast media is an 
important part of information literacy in the 219 century Historically, the fair use clause of the copyright law 
has enabled educators to teach media literacy. The broadcast flag could seriously damage that educational 
mandate. The broadcast flag rule is clearly not in tbe best interest of an educated and independent citizenry. 
Please do not pass the broadcast flag rule. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa A. Taft 
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Paula Shuf€ 
4145 Saddlehom Dr. 
Evans, GA 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent m: fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom rmm-to-rmm and placeto-place. That 
is ridiculous! 

Recently, my son was in a Community theater project with the Augusta Players in Augusta, Gk Our lowl 
news did a piece on the production and I recorded i t  I made a copy for his grandparents and for his brother. 

F d m r e ,  if computers cannot k e l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even h u g h t  of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist tcday because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
mmition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Thank you for your time and consideration in th is  matter 

Paula ShuE 

Sincerely, 

Paula ShuE 
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Janie Kossak 
1348 Telford Drive 
Atlanta, GA 303 19 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

k Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of eledronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ounaged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent ne ftom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for p e r s ~ ~ l  viewing hm rmm-to-room and placetc-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows uing my choice of 
software on a plane or traiq or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

F u r t h m r e ,  if computers cannot &ly receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable re to use content in excihg ways I haven't even thought of? I v d u e  
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, offlheshelf  computer parts. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumex to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for ne to dispense with all my current c o n s m r  electronics and computer 
equipment As a ciuzen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

sincerely, 

Janie Kossak 
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Dana Hill 
1 113 Blackfoot Road 
Lincolntoq GA 308 17 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m ,  Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As an educator t h i s  "broadcast flag" would greatly harm my teaching as well as the education of our young 
people! 

As a broadcast television viewer and comumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commuuications Commission to vote againsz the adoption of a "broahst flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent m &om watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast televisim-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from roonrto-rmm and place-tc-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
soflware on a plane or uain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot iize.1~ receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable mk to use content in excithg ways I haven't even thought of! I vdue 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

lfthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason f o r m  to dispense with all my current consumer e l m n i c s  and computer 
equipmt.  As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Dana Hill 
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Pat Pickett 
8 10 Bricliff Rd 
Nashville 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chaiman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of eleeronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote a g a h  the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would remict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me kom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video  I have recorded for personal viewing fim r00m-to700m and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
s o h  on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and f?iends. 

Furthemmre, if computers cannot k e l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content h exciting ways I haven? even thought of? I value 
innovative devices l i e  TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofF-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dspense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Pat Pickett 
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Cnstine Goldberg 
1305 Pawnee Tr 
Dalton. GA 30720 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal communications Commission 
445 12th StEq Nw 
Washingto& D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

I am a teacher in a public school system. I generally use news broadcasts, short clips h m  program, etc. as a 
one t i m  one use item to help students make decisions, make a issue clearer, present another viewpoint, etc. in 
my courses. If you pass this, I will be unable to do so. This is a slap to educatom and does not serve millions 
of school students well in this country. Please reconsider your desire to put this into place. In addition, I 
believe rhat the following statunents are true: As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics 
and computer products, I urge the Feded Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a 
"broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy 
television 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest mr the public's interest It will prevent me kom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will resuict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for p e r s ~ ~ l  viewing fiom rcom-to-rcom and place-tc-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows usingmy choice of 
software on a plane or train or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Funherm~re, if computers cannot b e l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I havent even thought of! I value 
movative devices like TiVo, ReplayW and the Windows M d a  Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

Ifthe move to digital television does mt make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardy enough reason for m to dispense with all my current collsumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Cnstine Goldberg 
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RoxAnna Marcella Blackwell 
1 100 WT Murray Lane 
Tignall, GA 30668 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th strzet. Nw 
Washingtor& D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael K. Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and cons- of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for p e r ~ 0 ~ 1  viewing kom r o o n r t M w m  and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  r e i v e  digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciung, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast televisioq I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

R o x A n ~  Marcella Blackwell 

to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
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Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Vishwas Pai 
1043/3 
Srinagar 
Bangalore.India, 560050 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consutners have already expressed theii opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on theii computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-some software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemtations of VSB and QAh4 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques usd by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more. with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensome  software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Vishwas Pai 
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October 20,2003 

Chei-m Muhnel K Powell 
Fed& Commwicnhno Commbnim 
445 IZthStreet,P;W 
Wnshin&ton. D C 20594 

Dear Michnel Powell, 

I em un% to voice my opposihcm to eny FCC-mandrbd dopion o f " b r o a d c ~  flag" technology for 
and citirm. I feel mon@y thnt u h  a policy wovld be bnd fm immvahn. CONYIIIFI rights. d the ulrimate sdophbn of D W  

A robut. canpetitive market for c~~ulu l l er  ekctrCnicn mud be rooted in m m u f n m e n '  ability to hovate for their CyMmen AIIO- 
movie rmdioi to veto fenturen of DTv'.reception e q u i p m t  wiU a b l e  the ntudioi to tell technologut, what m w  p d u c t ,  they cm 
cnnte lXb will renult in products that don't necenBndy reflect what c o m e r n  U e  me M y  wmt. snd it could relult in me beine 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC h u e ,  n h a d c u t  flq mmdnte, I would nchully be lean L l y  to m P e  an m v e h r n t  in DTV-capable receivm d other 
equpmont I ad MI pay more fm &vice8 that h i t  my nghb nt h a  behem of Hollywood Pleue do not mandrte broadcut tLg 
t rehology for d@td teleGon ThuJr you for your time 

sUlcere1y. 

te le~ icm AB n c o m e r  

Howard Bower, 
835 14th Ave N 
Smt P e t m b u g  FL 33701 
USA 
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October 19. 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Commmications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that. don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and I t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If t.he FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate I would act.ually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit. my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Paul Filiault 
1149 Dutton St 
New Bedford. HA 02745 
IJSA 
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October 18.2003 

C h k a n  Michael K Powell 
Fcderd Cmmunicatiom Cmmhdrm 
445 IltA Sbe6tt, h W  
Waihingtm. D C 10554 

DLU Michael Powell, 

I mn unh$ IO voice my o p p o m h  to any FCC-mandated edcpinn of "'woadcnot flag" teehnnlngy for d@d tekvirdm A8 a c m u m e f  
d n h .  I feel W n d y  that such n policy would be b d  fan innovation, C ~ N ~ R  

I mbut, cmpetitive market for cmma electWriei mlul be rooted in mmufncfiucn' ability lo n o v a t e  for thdr cummen Allowing 
movle rmdio, Io vetc fenhweb of DTV-ncqtion equipmt wiU enable the ~ t u d i n n  tc tell technolD@tl what new p d u c t l  they CM 
create Ihu w d  reult m p d u c b  that donl n e c e m d y  reflect what c o m m  hke me acouUy want, endit could result in me he+ 
charged more money for inferior funcb'odty 

If the FCC ieuea n broldcplt Hrg m d t e ,  I would pcbvlly be  COD Uely to msLr M inve~hent  in DTV-capable recdva md 0 t h  
equipnmt I will MI pny mwe fm &vice# thrt limit my @tl at flu behest of  Hollywood Plebs0 do nol mandate broadcart tLg 
technology for d&d televirion T n d  ynu for your he 

smCre1y. 

a q  KOWU 

and the u l h a t e  ndopxm of DTV 

1859N NordicPI 

USA 
OrMgc, c.k 91865 
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Feoeral Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am wrltlng t~ volce my opposnlon to any FCCmanoated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ror digital televiilon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adopUon of DTV 

A robust, competkk market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovfite for their 
customers Allowlng mmle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlII enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
Whit new product3 they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rerlecc what consumers llke me 
actually want. and n could result In me Belng charged more money for lnferlor runctlonallty 

If the FCC lhues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltnl televlslon Thnnk you for your time 

Slncerely 

Mark Olson 
10 Shawmut Terrnce 
Framlngham, MA01702 
USA 



Roben D. Cotey U 
3351 Creek Ridge Rd 
Brandos FL. 335 I I 

Chairman Mchael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th street. Nw 
WasbingtoQ D.C. 20541 

Dear C h a m  Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoptlon of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive d i p l  television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Feded Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on theii computers. 

Additionally. adoption ofthe broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer prognmrners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes cpen-some software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source unplementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demcdulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
commmcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television kcax  digital, viewers would be able to do  more with 
television programming, nut less Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consmrs  will be less i n c l d  to mvest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digtal television in addition to n?alung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-urce software. It is for these reawns I urge you to 
promote the digital television trJnsitlon by opposing adopon of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Roben D. Cotey Il 

1 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlntlons Commlsslon 
445 12(h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to VOICC my opposnlon 10 any FCCmandated adoptlon of "brOadCaSl flag" technology lor dlgnal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel itrongly that SUCh a pollcy Wuld be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, c o m p e t k  market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovste for thelr 
customers Allowlng mmle studlos b veto features of DN-recepton equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlotc 
what new products they can create Tnk wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rerlect what consumers llxe me 
actually wont, and n Could result In me belng charged more money for Infertor runctlonalny 

If the FCC Itoues I broadcast flag mandate I w u l d  actually be less llkely to make an InveSlment In DTV-capable recelvem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slnccrely, 

John Custer 
43 Hunters Run 
NewtOwn Square, PA 19073 
USA 
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October IZ.2003 

Chman Mlchnel K Powell 
F c d e d  Commluricahm Cmmh&m 

WMhington, D C 20554 

Depr Michael PoweU, 

I am wfiling to voice my oppodtim to m y  FCC-msndpted pdqtion of "taosdcan fig" technologs' fa Wtd lslsvisia~ AI n c m s r  
and cr(run. I feel rtmngly thnC iuh 8 policy would be bad foa hovatim, c m e r  right& m d  rhe u l h n k  e d n p h  of D N  

A rnbM. competitive mnrket for c m a  eledmnicn m M  be rooted in mpnufsaurern' ability to  movate for the NMmm Allow 
movie studion to veto feahue, of DlV.recepbbn equipment will enable the stulim to tell technolo@ whnt new product# they CM 
(rente Ihu will mull in product, that don't neceamny reflect what c o m e r m  Like me a c t d y  want. nnd it could nlult in me b e q  
c k d  more money fm inferim fmdcmality 

If the FCC inawn n brondclst flag muldnte, I would u t d y  be Lon U e l y  to make M mventnent in DN-cnpnble ICCF~VRS d 0th 
equipnmt I rill not pay m a r  fa devicen hat limit my righb 8t tha b e k n  of  H d y o o d  F'lerse do not mm&te brodcnn fipa 
technology for digital telavlim Thmk you for your h e  

smCere1y. 

445 la th  s b e t ,  NW 

David K m c - P q  
37  Brookdele 9t 
Rodinddc. MA 02131 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

C h u m a n  Mtchlel IC Powell 
Federal Commun~cahono Comminsion 
445 12th Street, NE' 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deu Michael Powell, 

I un wnnng to voice my opposinon to my FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadcast flag' technology for L@d 
telmsion. As i consumer and uhzen, I feel strondy that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovihon, consumer 
nghtr, md the ulnmate d o p o o n  of DTV. 

A robur< compehhve mvket for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
their customero. Alloaingmome ~ t u d i o r  to veto features of ~ . r e c e p h o n  e q u p m e n t d  enable the rhldoo to 
tell technolognts what new products they can create. Thn d l  result m products that don't necciomly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually wan\ m d  it could result in me bung chuged more money for mfenor 
funcoonlly. 

If the FCC issues a broadcant flag mandate, I would actually be leso hkely to make an invesbnmt in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I mll not pay more for h c e s  that Lmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal rrlevlwon. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Chnstopher Capoccia 
5188 Longnfle Ct 
\Ves t ede ,  OH 43081 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Chvnnvl M~chael K Powell 
Federd Commumcahons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deu Michael Powll, 

I un uwmg to voice my opposiaon to MY FCC-manQted adOphOn of "broadcost flag" technology for &g,d 
telmsion. An a consumer md uhzen. I feel strongIy that such a pol~cy would be b d  for movihon,  consumer 
nghta, and the ulhmate Pdophon of D'IV 

A robust, compehhve muket fox consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
thar customers. AUomngmoPre stuQos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment d ennble the m & o s  to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. n u s  udl result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudy wmt, and i t  could result in me bang charged more money for Infenor 
funchon&ty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an mvesunent m DTV-capable 
xecemms and other equipment I wll not pay more for dmces that h i t  my n g h t g  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for Qg~ul telmslon. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Carey C m v l n e  
788 Columbus Ave. Apt 5D 

USA 
N~~ York NY 1002s 


